Dear Jiia s 


* 5/2S/81 

1X1 °* A# 75 " 1996 ******* ear1 ^ ^ i* I alleged that the FBI was using disclosures 
and withholdings as part of its gamesmanship rather than in conformity with the Act and 
that it wan sucessfully manipulating what the House assassins committee could know and 
belicro as well an what the Q ourt could .and would. I also alleged that in th^ours© of 
these Muipulatory efforts tha YBL ^ ^holding fns». its .occafla what was in the papers, 
even in its own disclosed files. With regard to iafoasore,, I stated that the 

PHI did disclose them when it had political objectives to eo~A> by disclosing thm. It 
did not fear for t*« when it could advance its ^’JLticulobj-cctowsI* by identify mm. 

***** mtiers *** ^ c1 ^- ** ~i*®^ 3 *** ^iU hff» not toon acted on, save for Shea’s 

having testified that the FBI should not have withheld what it withheld. 2 his, of course, 
did not provide tho still withhold Information, 

Ssamdnaticn of the table of contests alone of the aSCA»o*part confirao all I alleged 
in C.A. ?5~tSl)c wit h regard to these natters, (si-xii) 

Almost all the phoney allegat hens of conspiracy within rqr appals are those with 
which the ooauittee was corned* 

Unaer t. they st> iarfco Stoner at al and what X reported to tha BJ after Sfemar told 
m aboUt it » that the Snf0Masr » wmia ® Ku ^ iferris, was trying to entice him into 
racial violence. (T^e partial disclosure ia false, prejudicial defames me twJiiith 
what the FBI fabricated, and the truth Waotnal records remain withheld in the litigation.) 

Under 2 the report has two alleged Memphis conspiracies, both of which I reported in 
isy 1971 book and neither of which ha-, minimal credibility. She first is the CB broadcast, 
where tho FBI withheld the name of 3d hontedonico, the kid against whom no charges were 
ever laid, the second John KeFerren. HcFerren -actually crosses over into what ESCA lists 
as a *‘ew Orleans conspiracy, its third saparatio»,Firs* under Hew Orleans is the late 
William Sartor. (Also pertinent under 5, Birmingham, the FBI's informer Harris Davis, 
l ' jho Plagiarized some of what tos public domain of the Sartor stuff. ) 

Second under Hew Orleans is Haul Esquivel, who is the subject of a number of qy 
appeals and about whom I also write in 1971. Fourths Herman Thonspon, where what remains 



w3.th.heM is significant and what is disclosed is entirely inadequate. West is Jules 
Hicco Kibble, who also tried to thrust himself into the Garrison fiasco, which was pretty 
public. I dc not have a clear ^collection about the other two and cannot state without 
question that they are within my specidic appeals. But I do know that tins information was 
placed in tlv.. public donain by James Sari Ray before X filed G.A. 75-1996. 2fce third listed 
in Reynard Eochen, the ssxfch Randy Rcoenson. 

R3GiAs fourth cd^y&isted by allied conspiracies is Atlanta. I do not not have a 

clear E.'coliecticix about whether or not erase - Sdno. ianeostoa* is in ay specific up -eels, as 

1 believe *hc is, but tasre is no question about the public do-mSin nature of that E&ainfsr- 

mation - she put it there. (Don’t confuse here with Qses& Annis, el, so public domain. Sfina 

is the one who claims James EarlRay is her Llligitinate son.) Ky appeals pertaining to 

the other two, when tho FBI’s intent to deceive and mislead was quite apparent with regard 

to one, &ro specific aid detailed. She cm whore the FBI so dearly was plajliig games is 
STlaiids 

the matter of the brothers SssiateEBi Leon Powell. She Robert Byron Watson matter is the 
subject of Department abhor than EHE mthholdings and is, at the least, within my CRD 
appeals that remain ignored* bats on and bis motiisr saw to it that their effort to get him 
off on the • rug charges, the stasis inspiration of the fabrications about a King conspiracy, 
got wide public attention. 

■fwo arc listed under Birmingham. X have no clear recollection of Walter %ddorh but 
have very clear recollections of my Morris Davis appeals and the specificity of my affi- 
davits and their accuracy. It .as quite clear witli him that the FKL was going out of its 
way to plant what it knew was bad information on ESCA. I believe trot the FgZ’s desire to 
hide this accounts sox its v&thhoidinga aid its failure to respond, $ere 1 remind you that 
all field office information is with in the Stipulation and under it the FBI was required 
to respond after 1l/l/77. 

Louisville is seext. I have no recollection of Charles Lee - 0 q 11 but am quite clear in 
regard to tho phoney Clifton ^aird because I exposed him as a phoneywtien he first -went 
public, before I filed C.A. 75-1996, and because after the committee was deceived over 
this and there was so mucy defamation in thr Congressional ^ecord, I gave the lawyer who 



represented the -Wsville police nil he needed to obtain arelief for then, 
four 

® Msre are ±m now. I have clear recollections pertaining two ten, Fdanl and William 
Sonersott and Hew York and I-jyron Billett. Somersett also includes Atlanta and Billett was 
in Coluniros, ghio when he launched his fabrications. 


1 first published Soaersetite story, w'iiich involves the else deceased Joseph Adsws 
idlteer, in 1567* { added detail in 1971. Somrsett was a seif-dicolsoed FBI infomer who 
also worked for iiiaoi aut1»jdti&8. The F3L itself disclosed mstterip ms x and otter 
inforaation in the scolds provided to the ¥:trran Commission, Wo displayed in court aoiie 
or the pertinent records provided to of Edns end withhold fvm but the FST 

since lias not provided a single record ©replaced a single page frees which there is 


improper withholding, often of what it made public domain. 

Silhstt was the subject of extensive news attention, for which he arranged. Scripns 
Howard Tent ape over his fnhrir*ti«i, aocortei^ to the Fgr*s own aseJeaurC-s of it-. fii s „ s 
Of clip; inga. Its own clippings, disclosed, reveal that it withhold the public domain. I 
gave the FIS g few of its own clippings back, but it than did nothing. 

fids be** f rn-n-y, based on the table cf contents only, reflects teo.ccuraoy with 
wldch I informed tee Court, while it oas going on, of the FBI* a operations ngrfn the 
eonnittee, the Court and me. Share aere and remain withholdings for entirely improper 


PX&vmxia Manipulation of what could and would be known nul telievyd. Where the 'infonxattan 
is witein the Stipulation, ao it ic with regard to the listed field offices, tho FBI was 
uixdcr tee obligation to respond to what I t®ot© it. In all cases it has f ailed to, to 
t.is day, which is a continuing violation of the Stj mW jy;. 


Siacsrely a 



